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Tout ſhall not turn afide to the right han1, oy tothe left, Deut. 5. 
1f shey ſpeak not according t0 this jyord, it is becauſe there % no light in them, 
Iſai. 8. 20. 


Tf the light that is in thee be darkneſſe, how great is thas darkneſſe 2 Matth. 6, 


PR CEE 


—— 


Londox, Printed by Rath RaWvorth for Thomas Smith, and are to 
be fold at his oP in Aanchefter, 1646, 


EPISTLE. 


Reverend and beloved Brethren , 


> pA Have peruled your defence lately | 
"W Printed (which how able or un- | 
able to juſtife Independency , or to | 
SHOP? vindicate the Poſitions and Scrip- | 

"=D tres, time mav diſcover.) At pre- | 
& (cnt 1 have theſe few things to | 
advertiſe you of. 

Firſt, you charge me with pro- 
voking you to be my Antagoniſts in Print *; from which, « In the 
I was ſo far, that when others (rather then my ſelf ) Erie 
thought fit the Examination of ſundry Scriptures, &c. 
(which for the moſt part was an Anſwer to ſome 
| «<Alegations, as they were privately made tr» me for 
latisfaction) ſhould be Printed, I gave ſpecial charge 
that neither my own name, nor the name of May- 
© A 2 cheſter, 


. 
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chefter, much leſſe the name of other perſons and” | 
places ſhould be inferted at length, in, or before the 
Book ( though ſome few Copies came out other- 
wiſe) leſt I ſhould ſeem either to provoke perſons, 
or reveal ſecrets. - 

The derp and heavy charge (as you call it b) in the fir(t 
part of my Preface againſt miſ interpretation of Scrip- 
ture, as abetying of God, counterfeiting the King of Kings 
hazd, &c. (Though I now ſee how I have ſped) 1 
repent not of, norſee I cauſe -why you ſhould re- 
pine at it, or complam of it, 1t you have clearly 
manifeſted (as in your Title page you lay you have) 
the Poſitions and Scriptures alleaged for your Church- 
way, and by me examined, zo be ſufficient, pertivent,and 
full of pewer. = 

And yet I finde my ſelf deeply and heavily char- 
ged by you, To deprave places, to blit and blur ſweet 
humble ſþirited, holy pertinent expreſſions, to wrong the 
Elders of N. E. to wreſt allegations, &c. Yea, thoughT 
ſaid, I will not tell you who ſaid Al the Church & holy, 
ye take too much wpen you + Yet you think it not unwor- 
thy my ſerious conſideration , Whether it might 
not be ſaid to me, as ſometimes Chriſt ſaid to one of 
the twelve, when he asked, Maſter 7s it 1, and he 
anſwered Thou haſt ſaid<,(a bitter perſonal inveCtive) 
W hat 1s your beloved brother, your good brother, as a 
Judas or Corah, Dathan,gc ? I hopein this (to ſay no 
more) we neither are, nor ſhall be Brethren, and 
deſfire an humble modeſt Chriſtian Conteſtation 
with you, which are (in your own phraſe) my Us- 
tagoniſts in Print 10 this grave controverſie; and with- 
all.calmly to conſider (what I ſpake 1n relation to 
your 


{ 


S 
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your cauſe, not to any perſon) whether inveſting 
non-Elders-with Miniſterial power, placing Church 
power in the body of the Congregation, and com- }. 
plaining of rhe Elders that rule over them in the 
Lord, for taking too much upon them, be not the 
gain-ſaying of Corah, a ſinof the new as well as of 
the old Teſtament 2 Whereof if I be guilty, I juſtly 
bear this reproach ; if not, you have muck wronged 
me; but God hath ſent youto do 1t,. from whom I 
deſerve much worſe, though not from you any 
evil. 

| The uſual occaſion of your cenſures of depraving, 
places, &c. isa wide (I hope) not a willing miſtake 
in you, and not any iniquity in my hands or heart. 
You expect the Poſitions and Scriptures alleaged, to 
agree fully and exadtly- with the places cited in the 
Margent, which I neither profeſſed, nor intended, 
nor could effect without ſome (in mine opinion un- 
fitting) alterations of them as they were alleaged 
to me. But on the contrary for evidence, that I 
followed another rule then the Printed Books (as 
at the firſt coming out of my Book, I advertiſed one 
of your Brethren) I ſometimes alleaged no Book at. 
all, even where you know I might as Poſ. 4. Other 
times, that by comparing Arguments that otherwiſe 
came to hand with the Printed Books, I might pro- 
bably intimate from whence they were taken, and 
alſo evidence the truth of what I ſaid in my Preface, 
T hat Independency for the moſt part produceth the ſameTexts 
in Print, which ſhe did in Preaching, Writing a#d Copfe- 
rence. 1 alleaged Printed Books the By-/tanders 
mentioned in the Preface. with theſe or the like: 
A 3 clauſes, 


; 
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See your Clauſes, Se almoſt the ſame Argument verbatim. The 
own De- like you have. This though not ſo fully. The ſeems tobe 
tence,P- raken out of. Theſe Scriptures are allegred though not with 


1,13, I4 


46, 78, 
90, 


.. 


"ſuch tartneſſe, &c. , And ſometimes 1 alleaged for one 
Poſition ( the ſecond for example ) two or three 
Printed Eooks, . differing pofiibly more then in 
phraſe one from another, which are ſo evident 
lignes, that I tyed not my ſelf to the Printed Books, 
that I cannot but 0053 Be that you did not obſerve 


it, which had you 'done, you needed not fo have 
fought 1{o.carne(tly and frequently with your own 
fiction 3 for if it be acknowledged that the Serip- 
trcres allceged witneſſe no ſuch thing as they are produced 
fer, (whether they bein Printed Books or no) T (as 
I told you 11 my £4 hoy ) have my full end. 

You haveallo either to bring an od/wm upon me,or 
the cauſe I plead, ſprinkled here and there, both un- 
lovingly and unneceſlarily ſome ſecret intimations 
of afteCting Prelacy,whereas I in the worſt times was 
not ſo much, or no more Prelatical then the greateſt 
and godlieſ(t Independents in the Kingdom, if not 
at leaſt one of you have been cchough what everl 
was Or am, that is no Anſwer to my Arguments) 
nor do 1 plead the cauſe of Prelacy which we have 
Covenantes to endeavour tothe utmoſt to extirpate ; But of 
the Government of the Reformed Churches which we have 
Covenanted to defend againſt the common enemy, main- 
tained by godly, learned men, or betters, known 
oppolers of Prelacy, which have obtained a good 


report 1n Manchefter, and the parts about it, v4. - 


Maſter Bury of Mancheſter, Maſter Goſael of Beglton, 
Maſter Flectwoed of Wi2an, both Maſter Midſley's of 
« Rachaal, 
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Rachaal, Maſter Storer of Stockport, Maſter Hilder ſham 
of 4/hby, Mafter Herring of Shrowesbary , Mafter Ball 
of Whitmore, Maſter Toby Papet (to omit his Brother 
Maſter Thame Paget, and multitudes of others now 
alrye) Maſter Hum of 0!14ham, Maſter Rathband of 
Cockey, Maſter Gee of Newton, Maſter 7 ileco.c of Stret- 
ford, fc. {as 

Nor is the Presbyterian-way, a Prelarical-way, 
bur a Socrat-way, asberween Friends, Colleagues, 

Confederates, Brethren, where all judge, and all 
are judged, allthitips done communi conſilio; where: 
no Congregation is above another Congregation, 
no Minifter above another Minifter 5 though the 
maJor part of them (as of the ſpirits of the Prophets to 
the prophets, and' of Congregational Members, 
though equal one to another) be about the minor 
part;z where every Elder is left to enjoy the Office 
of aan Elder, and each Congregatron left to the free- 
dom of the Congtepation, in whar belongs to thery, - 
and they able to perform 3 where Presbyteries 
Claſles, C-nods of the fame Congregations, or their 
Commyſlioners in.matters of common concernment, 
do ſtrengechen and help particular Congregations, 
walking according, to the rule, and reduce fach as 
walk not in truth and peace, but are leavened with 

errour. and variance ; and Elders upon a call, do 

teach, and rule, and perform all Miniftrations wirh” 
reference to, and the beft advantage of the whole 

Church of Chriſt, though more fpecially of thofe 

parts of it, to which they are moſt related. 

Alſo, I cannot but obferve, that there is a differ- 
ence between your Title-page, in which you ſay 
in- 
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indefinitely, That the Poſitions and Scriptures alle aged 
(not ſome or many of them) by me examined, are 
ſufficient, pertinent, and full of power, and are manifeſted, 
yea, clearly manifefled lotobe; and ſome other paſ- 
{ages in your Book, in which you diſclaim the places 
applyed to Poſ. 23, asit is by me ccntrovyerted, and 
are confident they are not found in the Works of 
4P.:2;- any Congregational mand. And Pof. x5. after the 
Allegation of ſome Authorities,in ſtead of anſwer-: 
ing a Text (upon which, the diſtinQion of Pafors 
and Teachers 1s grounded) you the one, -a Teacher, 
and the other Paſtor, conclude, If we 4s put 4 falſe 
gloſſe upon the Scripture, by miſ-interpreting of Epheſ- 4. 
Il. yet more modeſt language (let any man finde im- 
modeſtly in that examination, if he can) had become 
qou brother, ſeeing ſuch Reverend and Learned men, whom 
your ſelf ſo much hononr, have gone before us in thu Expo- 
ePag-,7+ (tion*. SO Poſ. 19. do you clearly manifeit, or ſo much 
as allert, that the Text Marth. 18, (what ever other 
Texts co) doth prove, That the Church muſt be 
Congregational. Poſ. 20. have you clearly manifeſted 
that Matib.16. proves that the Keys were given to Peter 
20 be ſed by him ( for you could not but know that to 
be the meaning) as 4 Diſciple or Beleever, not as 41 
fPa-93- Officer f. Poſ. 12. have you [clearly manifeſted that 
L.1- Col. 4.17. proves the Churches power to cenſure her 
Officers, when the beſt Arguments you bring to 
prove Archippws his faultineſſe ( without which it 
£ Pa. 59. Was no cenſure) amounts but to a ffreng preſumption s, 
1.14 and that you know 1sa weak proof. So Poſ. 2. have 
you clearly manifeſted from Adams family, that ſeven, 
eight or nine, make 4 Church , when for any thing you 
| Anſwer, 
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Anſwer, Adams family was no more a Church when 
they were ſeven or eight, then when they were bur 


two or three, and do acknowledge (notwithſtand- 
ing your clear manifeſtation) that God haih not pre- 


ciſely determined what number doth make a Church b, Alſo þ DP. 16. 
methinks you have not manifeſtly cleared, that "+ 


$3» 3+ 


Revel 8. 3,. is ſufficient aud full of power againſt ſettled 
endowm::nts in the Church; of which Text you 
lay Our brethren preſent their Expeſition, as probable ; they 
forcethe Inter pr etation upoxs no man. And Poſ. 7. you do 
not maniteſtly clear that 2 Cor. 8.5. doth pertinently 
and powerfully prove, that every Member at hu ad- 
wiſion, doth promiſe ts give himſelf i to the Church tobe ip.68. 
Zuided by th, when you ſay The praffice of the | 
Churches of Macedonia by way of alluſion 1s made uſe 


of ; and the 4 gument &© 4 comparatis k : For you know Kr 44: 


Alluſions and Compariſons are not Argumentative. ** * 
And Pef. 13. inſtead of clear manifeſtation of Mini- 
{ters maintenance out of the Stock of the Church, 
you ſay, Wethink we lee moſt warrant for it from 
the New Teſtament ; and 4s moſt probable once diſputed 


?t; but neither then nor now are we peremptory 11 1t 1. 2D. 62. 
Finally, to omit more inſtances, when you ſay, We *5:67- 


think , We conceive it i probable, rc. or do never ſo 
confidently atlert any of the ſeveral Poſitions, and 
do not prove the ſame by the ſeveral Texts re- 
ſpectively alleaged, nor clear the ſaid Texts from 
al] the Objections made againſt your Expoſition 
(one material Objection unan{wered, being enough 
to invalidate the ſame) you affora ſo many Argu- 
ments to any wiſe Reader, that you have not clear- 
ly manifeſted the Poſitions and Scriptures (Rare 

B uch 
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ſuch ſpeeches are found) to be ſufficient, gc. 

As for your pretending to prove ſome Poſitions 
and Pradtiſes by other Scriptures and Arguments 
which makes your Book {well fo big : ) Suppoſe 
you ſhould really io prove them, yet that (as to 
mine intent expretled in the Preface) is but a by- 
matter; For Politions and Practiſes may be true and 
lawfu!, and yet not truely nor lawfully grounded 
on the Texts alleaged ; andif I anſwer them, and 
you produce other new ones, we ſhall contend in 
iufinitum , and not come to any iſſue. I could wifh 
we might keep clole to the Scriptures and Poſitions 
alleaged, till they be one way or other cleared, and 
then we may more ſafely and orderly proceed to 
other Scripturesand Arguments. 

If the Poſitions and Scriptures be ſo clearly ſuf- 
ficient, why do you not direftly Anſwer the Ex- 
amination , but obliquely and evadingly, in ſundry 
places ? Forinſtance, in the very firſt words of your 
firſt Reply, when I alleage one thing, vis. That the 
Apoitles never taught or prattifzed, to gather or ſeparate one 
part of this true Church, and another part of that (eſpecially 
perſons which themſelves converted not ) to make a purer 
Church : You anſwer of another thing, which was 
never denyed. wiz, The Apoſtles both taught andypra- 
Hiſed the ſeparating of ſome Fews from other Fews, and 
gatheredthem into a Chriſtian Church, while yet the Few:ſh 
Church ( you ſay ) was not diſſolved, but was a Church of 
God. 

Put ſuppoſe you did folidly prove that the 
Church of the Jews was then a true Church : Yet 
frſt it was wot 4 Chriſtian Church, nor are the Reformed 


Charches 
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Churches and HMiniFers to be compared to the then 
Fewiſh Church and the Prieſts thereof, and you ſhould 
prove Separation from a Chriſtian Church. 

Secondly, It was but one Church, and you ſhould 
ſhew gathering out of ſeveral Churches. 

Thirdly, It was onely of thoſe Jews which they 
converted to Chriitianity from wunconveyted Fews; and 

ou ſhould ſhew the gathering of Chriſtians converr- 
ed by others from other Chriſtians converted, as well 
as they, and ( poſlibly) from thoſe perſons by 
whom they were converted. 

Fourthly, That Church was then by Gods Com- 
mandment to bediſlolved, and many Churches to 
be built upon its ruines ; and therefore doth no 
more warrant the building of one Chriſtian Church 
upon the ruine of other true Cbriſtian Churches, 
then the Parliaments Commiſſion (if there were 
ſuch a one) to the Inhabitants of Derby Hundred to 
take down Latham houſe to build them houſes of , 
doth warrant any one of the ſaid Inhabitants to 
take as many good ſtones as he can come by out of 
this, that, and the other Neighbours houſes, con- 
cerning which they gave no ſuch commandment : 
Your not bringing a more punctual and pertinent 
proof, argues either an implicite confellion of the 
Truth of my Anſwer, or inability to oppugne it. 
A little after you diſcover too much willingneſle to 
quarrel at my Expreflions, wherein you ſay 1 would Pag. 6. 
ſaggeſt that you make Oppofition to Magiſtracy. © ***5- 
But doth not Maſter Weld a Congregational man, 
when Maſter Rathband chargeth Independents to 
hold that Chriitians may and owght to ſet up new 

B 2 Chnrches, 
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Churches, and praftife in them all Gods Ordinances, with- 
out the conſent of a Chriſtian ſtate , yea, againit hety 
perempiory commands and eftablifhed Laws , and in the 
midſt, and againſt the minde of fuch Churches as 
they freely acknowledge the true Churches of 
God, ay of this Article, No Per can expreſſe a greater 
latitude of Oppoſition againſt Magiſtracy, and Laws, and 
Churches too, then he affirms to bein us. Do not 
1 uſe his own words ? Print them in a different Charatter, 
cite him in the Margent ? ( which citation you ( for 
what ends you know beſt ) leave out as you do 
many others) ſhould you not blame Maſter Weld, 
or your felyes, rather then me ? This is but one ex- 
ample of many. | 

And whereas according to rule and reaſon , he 
that affirms that ſuch a Scripture holds forth ſuch a 
Poſition, muſt prove it : You have a faculty, and 
make muchuſeof it, when I ſhew you where the 
proof of the Poſition from the Text alleaged is de- 
feqive, and require you to ſupply that defect, to 
turn it over tome to prove the contrary : As I Cor. 
«6.1. when I ſay the Churches of Galatia might for 
ought you alleage to the contrary, be con:b1ned one to another. 
The ſubſtance of your Anſwer to this paſlage is, 
Without proof we cannot grant them (id eft, Combinati- 
ons of Churches) in Galatia: And ( that you may 
more plauſibly put the. buſinefſe off your ſelves ) 
you leave out the words, For onzht you alleage tothe 
COmt7ary. 

Finally, becauſe charges of you for your indire& 
dealings without inſtances to make them good, are 
but weak ; and Inſtances of the ſeyeral kindes 


would 
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would too much enlarge this Epiſtle, I will now 6- 
mit them. 

And yet one thing being a great wrong to me, 
and to the Truth of God, I cannor pafle by, viz. 
T hat you oftimes curtal and clip my Anſwers and 
Argaments, not onely the Supplement (which yet 
in a large Anſwer to a little Book in a Twelve- 
moneths time, is ſcarce allowable) being in my clofe 
ſtile very little ; but alſo part of the ſubſtance and 
ſtrength of them, ſometimes folding them up in 
obſcure, gc. where (you know) they cannot be 
read, ſometimes omitting them with a cenſure (as 
the ſeven particulars in Poſ.24.) left the Reader (had 
you tranſcribed them) ſhould have expected an An- 
{wer , ſometimes not giving any hint or 1ntimation 
of any thing omitted: For example, to omit the 
Other places (for if they were all tranſcribed, the 
would augment this Epiſtle in ſundry pages, though 
my whole Examination (your Poſitions deducted) 
ſcarcely amounts to thirteen Leaves.) Out of my 
Examination of Poſ. 6. a main paſlage, viz. Gods 
Covenanting with Abraham, did not impoſe nor ſuppoſe an 
py gh vocal Covenant on Abrahams part, Fc. And out 
of my Examination of Peſ. 7. the principal part of 
my Anſwer, 1t u not ſaid that they gave themſ. ves to the 
Church or-Churches, bat to us, viz. Paul and Timnthy, orc. 
And out of my Examination , Poſ. 22. my whole 
Anſwer to Revel.4. 14. are by an Index Expurgatoris:s 
quite blotted ont. 

Brethren, let me with love and meekneſſe reaſon 
with you ; Do not you when you finde the ſhaddow of 
fnch decalivg 19 me, much complain at 1t ? Is 1t not cne 
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errour under the Sun (anda great one too) in men, - 


g : - E270 
and perhaps in ſome good men, that they will ſtrive 


for victory rather then truths Do not you omit 
that which you know to be pertinent, while you 
tranſcribe, and largely Anſwer {ome thing leſle per- 
tinent ? You know many will read your Reply, that 
poſhbly will never ſee my Anſwer ; and would you 
makethem to beleeve that to thoſe Scriptures al- 
leaged in the Polition, and publiſhed by my ſelf, I 
ſhould Anſwer either nothing at all, or no more, or 
otherwiſe then you ſet them down, that they ma 
account me not onely weak (as I am) but ridiculgtis ? 
Is this the fault of the Printer (who hath committed 
few other Errata's, and left out I ſuppoſe none of 
your Reply) or 1s 1t your fault, who ſay in your 
Epiſtle, Tow think 1 will confeſſe your candor ? Surely, 
Either the Printer or the Publiſher, have not delt 
kindly, nor candidly, but deceitfully with me, and 
the Reader. Cannot your cauſe or ſome particular 
of it, be maintained without ſuch dealing ? Is this 
the way to clear manifeſtly the Poſitions and Scriptures to 
be (uf ficient, pertinent, and full of power, by leaving out 
the Examination of them 1in whole or 1g part ? 

Thus I have ſignified unto you ſome of thoſe plain 
thinzs, which at the firſt reading of your Book ap- 
peared to me; and have alſo ſent you ſome 9veres 
prepared, and ſhewed to ſome of your Brethren, 
and (poſlibly) to one, or both of you, before the 
coming our of your Reply, andlittle altered ſince, 
beſeeching you to hold out your way (as (you ſay) 
you are able) by giving not ſubtile one]y, but ſolid 
>criptural or Rational Anſwers to them all, as they 


reſpectively 
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reſpectively do require, andnot to take and leave 
where you lift, nor (ſeeing you know 9ue/tio queſti- 
onem non ſolvit) to return Antiqueries (much leſle 
cenſures) inſtead of Anſwers, which notwithſtand- 
ing if you ſhall do, I fhall, if God thereunto aſliſt, 
and his cauſe and the neceſſity of the Church do 
require, endeavour to Anſwer (when you have firſt 
anſwered theſe Queres) as alſo rejoyn to your Re- 
ply (and that within the tune Geometrically pro- 
portionable to the time you tookin Replying) with 
more mildeneſle, clearneſle, and candor, then you 
(as by this ſhort Epiſtle every wiſe Reader will 
eaſily ſee) have uſedin your Book. 


The God of Truth, and Peace, 
be with you, and your 
oving Brother. 


R, H. 
Nevember 29. 1.6 4 5. 
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Some Quere s mildely and modeſtly 
propounded to {uch as aftect the 


Congregational- way. 


Hether to be wiſe, 4nd holy, «bove or without the 
Rule, be not folly, prophanenefle, and pre- 
{ſumption » 

) Arenot unſcriptural wayes of procuring 

ZZ and prelerving Church-putity, as bad as 

voluntary humility and will- worſhip ? 

Are not humane inventions in Gods worſhip, 


dinances, ſo much the more dereſtable to God and godly wiſe men, 
and more unlawful to be ſubmitted to, then if they were plainly p:o- 
feſſed and pratiſed as Inſtitutions of the Church? Was not Epiſcopacy 
the worſe when F»: Divinum was ſtamped on it 2 


Whether profeſſion and prattice of humane inventions, as 4 part of 
Gods Worſhip, 67 5 eſſential to a Church, a Miniſter, or Church-Member, 


was not formerly eſteemed, and aſſerted to be; and is it not ſtill An- 
eichriſtian impiety, and much liker to procure Guds judgements.on 


tne Kingdom, then the diſcovery, confutation , and oppoſition of 


them ? 

Whether they which in oppoſition to Presbyterial Government, 
the Government of the moſt, and beſt Reformed Churches., make 
Diſturbance, Diviſions, Separations, pretending their way is the 
5 criptuiral-rway, 15; onely way, muſt not haye as clear, yea, more clear 
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Scriptures for their way, then the other, or elſe 'be juftly accounted 
enemies to Truth and Peace ? 

Doth the Scripture require the new Conſtitution of any true Churches, 
(ſuch as the Reformed Churches are confeſſed to be,) and which already 
by your confeflion, have the eſſence of Conſtitution, and where doth 
it require it ? | 

May not the faid Churches be fully reformed according to Gods 
Word without a zcw Conſtitution ? 

Doth the Scripture uſe the phraſe gathering the Church, in the ſenſe that 
you uſe it, for the firt Conſtitution or Coalition of a Church 2 

By what name or names, 1s the ſaid Church Conſtitution ſo much urged 
upon tender conſciences, called in Scripture ? 

Did the Apoſtles or Miniſters in thoſe dayes teach or praiſe, to 
gather or ſeparate one part of this true Church (of the Jewiſh Church 
L ſpeak not, which was then by Gods Commandment to be diffolyed) 
and another part of that, yea, perſons which themſelves converted not 
to make out of them all a purer Church > 

Did they ſever the godly into bodies diſtin from others of the ſame 
place, profeſſing the ſame Religion ? 

Is it not the Scriptural-way of purging a corrupt Church, tocaſt out 
the grofſeſt offenders firſt ( as the Church of Corinth in which were 
many Schiſmatikes, Heretikes, Fornicators, Drunken Communic ants, was ad- 
viſed to caſt out the inceſtuous perſon) that others may hear and fear, ec. 
And ſo in caſe of Hereſic and Errour, Gal. 5. and 6. Firſt, the Seducers 
were to be cut off ; and they that were overtaken with 4 fault, ts be reſtored 
with the ſpirit of meekneſſc 2 

Doth not the ſetting up of a Church in a Church, and extrating the 
0:1e out of the other, or out of Churches, imply the incorrigibleneſl>, 
incarableneſle, diffolving and diſanulling of that Chutch or Churches, 
out of which it 1s extracted > 

Doth meer Separation of Members from a confeſſed true Church, 
and Miniſtery endeavouring to reform according to her Light, without 
their admonitton, aſſiſtance in the Work of Retormation, or ſo much 
2$ intimation to the Miniſters or Members, freetheir conſciences from 
the guilt of thoſe corruptions which they judge to be in that Church ? 
FE it not a negleR of Chriſts rule, viz. Admenition, Tell bim his fault, ec. 
And the ſubſtitution of another in the place, viz. Separation, which is 
as it were an Excommunication of the. Chucch , and beyond the 
Rule : | 

Whether if ſeyen, eight, nine, ten, twenty, ſeparating voluntari.. 
ly, yea, finfully (as it they turn Browniſts, Anabaptiſts, F amiliſts, Antins- 
mians, Arminians) from a Conpregation of an hundred, two hundred, 
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or athouſand, do by a particular Covenant combine themſelyes toge- 
ther , are preſently thereupon exempt from the Junſdiftion of-char 
Church, and have as much or more Church power, then they had 
while they were (as they ought ftill to have been) Members of the ſaid 
Church, yea, do become a dittin& Independent filter Church > 

Whether JYomen ( at leaſt Widows and Maids, that are ſut juyjis) be 
not engaged to ſeek the participation of all Gods Ordinances; as well 
as men, and bound to joyn in Church-Covenant, whether any con- 
hderable number of men, or any men at all do joyn with them 
or n9 ? 

Had Pail converted thoſe Women to whom he preached, 4#s 16. 
13. which could not be brought into an Organical Congregation : 
can it be conceived that they (though Baptized) were ſtill withou; ? 
were not their children 43407 holy, having right to Baptiſm > 

If it be efſenrial, that the Church ſhould be at firſt made up of vile 
S4ints; cana man in Fatth joyn to any Church, or being joyned, bear 
Office, ſubmit to Cenſures, or give any Church reſpeC unto her, at the 
Conſticution whereof he was not preſent, nor knoweth the firſt Mem. 
bers, or poſſibly ſuſpe&eth them to be unſound, ſeeing he may well 
doubt, whether the ſaid Church hath all the Eſſentials of 4 Church, or no ? 

Is not that which was once Eſſential to a true Church ever Eſſential? 
and is not the matter of a Church, viſible Saints, as neceſiary in the cor- 
$3144tion, as in the firſt conſtitution of 1t ? 

Was every Member at kts admiſſion into the Church in the Apoſtles 
times, called to give account of the Work-of Grace in his heart ? 
and how 1s that proved > 

Was the Congregation to judge, and what Congregation in Scrip - 
turedid ſo judge whether that work was wrought in his heart or no ; 
and conſequently, whether he were to be admitted ,or no ? 

Did Fohn Baptiſt, which Baptized Jeruſalem, and all Fudea, yea, thoſe 
Which he calls Generations of Vipers, Luke 3.7: with 21. and the Diſciples 
of Chriſt: which Baptized more Diſciples then Fohn , ſo much miſtake 
(though they-were born and lived amongſt them) -as to think every of 
them a true Satnt of God > Was this mow miſtake the ground of 
their Baptizing ſo many of them ? Did they prophane or' proſtitute 
es Holy Virgia Ordinance of Baptiſm in baptizing ſo many 
thouſands, yea, myriads (tor they could be noleſſe) amongſt whom 
were ſo few (very tew COmpmerneeey.) ether real or viſible Saints ? 
Should they not have prepared the people better then thus, and letten 
them have walked ſometime in fellowſhip with them for approbation 
of their Converſation? for ſo the very Cells of Satan (ſay ſome) Ms- 
T8ſteries and Nunneries, do before they admit any into theis Society ? 
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Was nor the firſt (if not the onely) Church, founded by Chriſt him- 
felf, domeſtica in Chriſt's own Family (as the firſt Jewiſh Church was 
in Abraham's Family, ) in which, Chriſt himſelf, the Maſter of the 
houſe, who choſe the Apoſtles and not they him, was the Prieft, Pro- 
phet, and Paſtour, (as allo 44am, Noah, Abraham, in their Families) 
and in which, the Sacrament was adminiſtred and received (which we 
read not in other Families, called Churches ;) and to which, -Chriſt 
might have added many formerly converted by himſelf and others, and 
yet did aot; and ſhould or may a family of twelve or thirteen be, and 
continue ſo long an entire Church, without adding one Member of 
any other famuly (though never fo fit to be recerved) as Chriſts Family 
Lill it was difſolved by his death did > 

Whether the Church being firit Domeſticat and after Congregational, 
both the one, and the other, were not accidental to it ( the Jewiſh 
Church having the eſſence of a Church when it was National, as well 


as while it was Congregational) and to the Office of an Apoſtle, then . 


the onely Church Offeer (ſecing (themſelves ſay) an Officer and a 
Church, an Univerſal Officer and Univerſal Church, are Relatives) as 
it 1s accidental toa General to haye but one Company or one Regi- 
ment ? 

Whether Subordination of Eccleſiaſtical Judicatories, and the 
benefit of Appeals in the Old Teſtament, was meerly Ceremonial 
(thoughthe High Prieſt, Temple, and ſome other things were) or was 
it grounded on natural Reaſon a1d Equity > and fo far as it is ſo ground- 
ed, is it abrogated in the New Teſtament ? and how doth the abroga- 
tion of it appear ? 

Doth not 1 Cor.r2.28. warrant an Univerſal viſible Church, wame, and 
thing, ſeeing it 15 improper to ſay That the Apoſtles which by Office 
had the care of all Churches, were ſer, put, or placed in any one > If 
they were Members of any particular Church, was it not rather of 
Feruſalem then of Corinth ('to which, Paul did but come as to other 
Churches ; and no other Apoſtle that we read of was there ; and which 
at his Bapriſm was a meer nor-ens ;muchleſſe were the Fews and Gentiles 
Baptized into the Corinthian Church) ? Is not Paul's ſpeech, Te aye the Boty 
of Chriſt, correQtive of it felt; x} yea i weprs, as if he ſhould ſay, 
Te ure n0t the whole Body, but — inpart of that Body, in which, the 
Jewiſh and Gentiliſh Churches are ſaid to be Heb.13. 3. Epheſ;. 6. 
Whereof Paul was 4 Miniſter, Colo. 1. 15. viz, The Catholike viſible 
Church 2 | 

Is not this Body or Church Catholike totum integrate, and the = 
ticular Churches ſemilsres parte > Doth not the Scripture uſually ſet it 
down as oe Spouſe, one Woman teavelling, one Aſſembly of mo four 
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Elders, aud foiry Beaſts, one City of God, one Houſhold, one Temple, (whereof 
the Church oof Fphrſz:s (being not the whole City, Houfhold, or Tem- 
ple,) were fellow Citizens, of the Houſheld, and buzlt together, vis, With 
oth*r Churches and Children of God ), one new Fernſalem, ec, The 
Scripture not warranting the expreſſion of an hundred or a thouſand 
Cities of God, New Jeruſalem, Ec ? 

Dorth not the Scripture exprefſely, and almoſt in the ſame words 
reach, That the Sacraments, Officers, and Cenſures, belong primarily 
to the Catholike viſible Church, when it ſaith, 77 arc all Baptized ints 
it, «nd in it God bath ſet net onely extraordinary perſoxs, callings, gifts, as 
Apolites, Prophet s, &c. but ordinary as Teachcrs (there 1s the fame reaſon 
of Paſtors, ) Helps, Governments, 1n Which the Cenſures are in- 
cluded 2 

If the Scripture allow the name and thing of an Univerſal viſible 
Church : 1t alto the Jewiſh Chriſtian Churches be called in Scripture, 
ene Bride, one new Feruſalem, and all the Gentiles Churches one Siftcy, and 
all the Jews and Gentiles converted one ſheer fold under one Shepherd ; may 
not all the Churches in 2 Nation, living under one Civil Government, 
agreeing 1n one Confeſſion of Faith, and Direory for Worſhip, 
joyned in one Covenant, and repreſented ſometimes in one Aſſembly 
of themſelves, or their Meſſengers, be by warrant of Scripture called 
exc Church ? 

Whether though National Ckurches were as lawful as cither Do- 
meſtical or Congregational , There was in the Apoſtolike times any 
poſſibility of having a National Church when there was no Chiiſtian 
Magiſtrate, ( which we now eſteem a ſpecial bleſſing, ) nor were 
Chriſtians ſo many as to bear the name of a Land or Nation (as if but 
one Family had been Chriſtian, the Church could not have been more 
then Domeſtical) nor had they liberty, ſafely and freely to meet in Na- 
tional Synods or Aſſemblies (which yet we now hold lawtul and uſe- 
ful Ordinances of God.) Could the Proteſtant Church be National 
in the dayes of Henry the eighth, and Queen Mary, as it was in the days 
of King Efwaryd, and Queen Elizabeth ? 

Whether can a wiſe impartial man, which reads and conſiders the 
wonderful operations of the Sermons of John Bapriſt, Feſus Chriſt, the 
tweive Apoſtles, and the ſeugnty Diſciples, conceive that the one hundred 
and twenty, A#s r. were the total number of the Chiiſtians, in Feru- 
ſalem (among whom, were the cleven and the ſeventy) orthe major 
part of them 3 

Whet:.er it be poſſible or probable, thatall thoſe of Feryſalcm which 
were converted and Baptized before the death of Chriſt, Marth. 3. 1, 
5,6. Jobtt 4.13, and 12,19. Lykec 10 17, 18, together with thoſe Tevera! 
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thouſands converted to Chriſtmnity by Peter, 4s 2, vc. might not- 
withſtanding then numbers, joyn 1n Publike Prayer, and P:eaching , 
ſo that all might hear, and all might be edified ? 

Whether doth any Scriptu:'e ſhew, that the many thouſands con- 
feſſed to be of the Church of Jeruſalem, did meet ordinarily together 
to receive the Lords Supper (the chief Church Ordinance >) Canitbe 
imagined, that ſo many at once could be accommodated with room, 
Beds to ſit, lye, or lean upon, ( as Chriſt did according to the cuſtome 
of thole times) a !ableto receiveart, and Caps to drink in, eſpecially 
ſecing thatthough they continued with one accord in the Temple, yet they brahe 
Bread from houſe to houſe , ( the Jews probably not permitting this new 
Ordinauce in the Temple ; ) w7F. In the ſeyeral houſes of thoſe poor 
that then received the Goſpel > 

Can it be ſhewed that any Church in a City, or Town , how nu- 
merous ſoever it grew, was for the nnumeroſity of it, divided into two 
or more Churches (1 ſpeak of Eccleſiaſtical Judicatories, not of Con- 
gregations) or that there were for that reaſon more Churches then one, 
in any one City or Town, and by what Scripture > 

Do not flaces 1n Scripture denominate Churches > Were nat all the 
beleeving Cormhivns of the Church of Corinth ; the Brethren that were in 
L aodicex of the Church of Lasdices; the Saints in Epheſus ; the Church 6f 
Epheſus ,&*c? Andeach of them under the luriſdiction reſpectively of 
Corinth, L aodicex, and Epheſus, &*c ? Is not this a patern uncontrolled by 


precepts and other paterns - Is there any example or warrant in Scrip-. 


3 * ,% © 4 . -— , 
ture; That a Chriitian living 1n a Town or City where there was 2 
Church, was nor, nor oughr to be a member of that Chutch, but of 2 
remoter Church ? 


TP 


Did not Paſtors 1n Scripture feed the flock of God that was am'ngſt them 2 


or can they watch over their flocks, or Church members one over an- 
other, as by Coyenant they are bound, if they live five, ten, fifteen, 
twenty mules a ſun der? 

Can it be ſhewed thar God in the Old or Nev Teſtament, did ere&t 
one Church without Officers > Seeing Adam was a Prieſt to his Wife 
and Family, and the firſt born afterwards were Prieſts at the tounding 
of the Jewiſh Church, and Chriſt vas an Officer to the Church in his 


houſe, and the Apoſtles were Officers 1n commiſſion at the founding of 


the Chriſtian Churches > 

Hath a Church without an Elder, or with one onely, and conſe» 
quently no Presbytery, power to cenſure, yea, excommunicate ? Can 
an Inſtance be given of any fuck incompleat Church that did exerciſe 
ary. Church Government > Or can it be proved by Scriptuie, that they 
might and ought to hayc exerciſed it > Sorts 
C 2; Dot): 


XY 


2TI 


The Oneres. 


Doth not Eleftion of, and Submiſſion to the ſame Officers and Mini - 
ſtery, ordinarily frequenting the ſame Ordinances and Worſhip, joynt 
maintenance of Officers and Ordinances ( not to ſpeak how confider- 
able Cohabiration and private Chriitian Communion is) include a 
ſufficient, though an implicite_ covenant or conſent, which may be 
jultified by holy Wrat ? 

\\ hether there be any Precept, dire& or indire&, or Prefident atthe 
founding of the firſt Churches, for a ſolemn cxpreſje verbal Covenant or 
Agreement, more explicite then this ? and it nor, are not they guilty (to 
ſay no more) ot ſtrange boldneile, which m:ke it not onely lawful, but 
uſeful, and far better then the ſaid implicite Covenant, yea, a binding 
Ordinance of God, neceſſary, 1t not to the being, yet to the welbeing, 
ſtrength and purity of the Church ? FE 

Whether there be a Church Covenant in Scripture (viz. which not 
onely in general prorſeth Service and Obedience. bur-hath alſo ſpe- 
cial telationto Church State, and (b:rch Members duties as ſuch, as marri- 
age Covenant hath to conjugal duties as ſuch ? 

May not the Seripture Covenants, viz, God ſhall be our God, &c. 
be taken bytwo or three,rhough too few to makea Church; or by one 
Family, or by perſon: of ſeveral Churches, and yetleave them 1n the 
ſtare they were in, and not make them Members of a diſtin Church, as 
Independents Covenants are ſaid to do ? 

Whether Subſcription to your Conteſſion of Faith, be as efſentially 
neceſſary to Church Conſtitution, as entering 1nto Covenant ? Is your 
Conicflion the very ſame with the Ccnfeflions of other Independent 
{\hurches, or a Different > Is the Conicſhon of your later Churches, the 
very ſame with the Confeſſion of your former Churches ? Do your 
ſelves eſteem all things therein unqueſtionable Fundamental Articles 
of Faith , ſeeing you require Subſcription to them all alike, as a 
Confeſſion of Faith, and that upon pain of Non-Admiſſion ? 

Whether there be any Preceprt or Preſident in Scripture tor requiring 
2 Promiſe, before we admit Members , that they will not depart 
without the C hurches leave ? Is this a ſtanding Ordinance, or but a 
Politique invention, requiſite for the good of Societies ſo meulded > 
Are not C hurch Members Liberties much infringed, when they can 
neither diſpoſe of themſelves, or their children 1n Service, Marriage , 
and Fatorſhip, remote from that Church, without diſcovering the 
cauſes them thereunto moving, (which 15 not alway fit and ſafe to be 
done, ) and having Approbation and Diſmifſion from her , which 
PE is hard to be got, eſpecially for rich and uſeful Mem- 

ers? 

Whether any Apoſtle or other in the Primitive times, did gs to 
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admit any known beleever to the Sacrament becauſe he was not (to 
uſe the new phraſe of theſe times) in Charch. ſtate, or that they enquired 
of him whether he was covenanted into ſome particular Congregati- 
on, and that ſuch a one as they might lawfully hold Communion 
with? 

Was the Baptiſm of Fobz , and of the Diſciples, and Apoſtles of 
Chriſt, a ;eal of C ongregation Communion ? Was Paul the Apoflle, 
and the Ennuch, Baptized into a particular Congregation ? did not the 
ordinary Paſtors of Corinth Adminiſter that one Baptiſm, ahd Baprize in 
the ſame Body that Fob! Baptiſt did , and that *Paul Baptized Criſpys aud 
Gains, and the bouſhold of Stephanas into ? Is Baptiſm one time a Seal 
principally of Congregational Communton, and other times not ? and 
what Scripture is there to warrant ſuch a diſtinCtion ? 

Whether every Congregation Which joyns in Covenant, doth, or 
muſt conſiſt of all, or ſome C hriſtians able ro try the ſufficiency of an 
Elder, yea, fit to diſcharge that Office * Or, whether viſible SanRity 
without ſuch ability, be not {ufficient - And may this Congregation 
lawfully, ( without affiſtance of others, unlefſe themlſelyes pleaſe;) 
notwithſtanding their apparent inability, chuſe their own Miniſter, 
and that one of themſelves alſo which muſt cecds be an Inſufficienr 
one ? 

May this Congregation alſo ( ſuppoſe they had a godly learned 
Paſtor) proceed againſt him incaſe of Errour and Hereſie, eyento 
Depoſition and Excommunication , it their weakneſſe ſhall judge it 
fit? Andis the ſaid Depoſition valid (whether juſt and unjuſt) unleſie 
the ſaid C hurch be pleaſed to recal it, to deprive the ſaid Paftor of his 
Miniſterial Authority and - Oflice ; and. 1s there no. remedy in ſuch a 
caſe ? 

Is it not improper to call them that yue onely, by the name of Elders; 
2nd them that both rule and labour in the Word and Doctrine, by a 
meaner name, Miniſters > Doth the Scripture apply the name of Elders, 
rather to'Ruling then to Preaching Elders; andif ir doth not, why" 
ſhould we ? | | 

Are the Miniſters in the New Teſtament called Hao: Or Umm 
o% as Or 73: Exxanocs : The Miniſters or Deacons of the Church; er of the 
people? Are they not uſually called. Miniſters of the Loyd ,. of God, of 
Chriſt, of the New Teſtament ,. of the Goſpel , of the Word, ec ?. and 
with ref. rence to their people, Elders, Rulers, Paſtors , Teachers ,. 
Overſeers; Minifters for them, &c ? Doth that Expreſſion in the ſecond. 
Epiſtle to the Corinthians, Chap.4. Verl. 5. Our ſelves your ſervams (where« 
with Peul calls himſelf as well as others; imply, that he received his 


Authority aud Office from the Church , did Officiate in their names, . 
Way 
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wat cenſureble by them, as 4 ſervant by his Maſter ; or that he made himſelf 
a ſervant to them, as Chriſt did to his Diſciples, and as all good Mini- 
ſters do to their Flocks tor ther good ? 

Are the ſpirits of the Prophets fuvjett to the people, or go the Prophets 2 Is nat 
this ſubjeCtion of the Syitits of the Prophets, to the Prophets, viz. Of 
the fewer to the greater number, as well in Synods and Aſſemblies of 
Churches, or of their Meſſengers, as in particular Congregations ? 

Whether theſe two Propoſitions [_ Synsds or Aſſemblies of Churches, op 
of their Meſſengers (to ſay nothing now of their juriiliftion) are Gods 
Ordinaucer, | and | Every particular Congregation May, yea, muſt enjoy all 
Gods Ordinances within it ſelf } be not croſle and contrary one to ano- 
ther, or how are they reconciled according to Scripture grounds ? 

Is it any priviledge for Congregations to ſubſiſt every one by her 
ſelf > May they noc ſand and flouriſh ſurer and better 1n an holy and 
Brotherly combination, and coordinate ſubjeftion, then in a divided 
ſingularity > 

Doth not Communion of particular Churches require, and the light 
of nature, and the <quity of Scripture rules, and exarnples teach, that 
they may, and ought to enter into mutual Conſociation or Confedera- 
tion amonglt themſelves; in Claſſes and Synods, that they may ſo far 
as conveniently c:in be, make uſe of common conſent and mutual 
aſliſtance, eſpecially in thoſe things that are of greater moment 2 

If the Keyes be given to Beleevers to be exerciſed by them as Be. 
leevers, then are thcy not given to all beleevers; whether in Church 
Covenant orno, Ci,urch Members or no ? If they be pgivento Church 
Members as ſuch, doth it not then follow, that Paſtors as Paſtors, or 
Elders as Elders, have no more power of the Keyes then other Church 
Members ? And may not women as Church Members chall-nge power 
and right in them, do they not challenge the ſame in lome of the new 
Congregations ? CE 

Is not inveſting Non-Elders with Miniſterial power , placing the 
power of the Keys in the Body of the Congregation, and complaining 
of the Elders that rule well, for taking roo mucn upon thern, the ſin of 
Corah ? 1s it not a fin of the New, as well as ot the Old feſftament > 
Doth Fu4ec Hiſtorically or Prophetically ſpeak of 1t? If Prophertically > 
When, and in whom 1s 1t, or ſhall be fulfilled > 

Doth Ele&tion without Ordination make the Officer > Were the 
ſeyen choſen by the people, eA#s 6. Officers by vertue of their Ele- 
&on, before the Apofiles prayed and impoſed hands ? 1t fo, then did 
not the people rather then the Apoſtles apporrt them over the buſineſſe ? 

If Ordination be lefſe then Ele&tion, then why 1s laying on of hands, 
rather then lifting up of hands in ſuffrages, reckoned amongſt the 
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Prinsiples,Heb.s > Why 15 the charge more expreſie;that Ordination (ra- 
ther then EleEtion) thould notbe ſaddenly avd haftity male 2 Why is the 
deſcription of perious to be ordatued much n16:e large 1n the Epiftles 
to | imothy and Titys which were to ardain, the of perſons to be ele&+ 
ed in any or all rhe Epititles written to the Churches to whom ſuch 
election 1+ conccaved to belong ? | 
Is O:dination of Minilters-an at of Presbyterian power,orvt Church. 
lbeity ? | 0 
Dil the Apoſtles ( which you confetle 7a) did wherever they came, (a JRex« 
leave the lders ana people to the exerciſe of that right 'which be 5.7% of 
longed tothem ) invelt non-t.Iders with the power of Ordaining > rhe dif 
Did not Churches wait, and not ordain their own Ekders > \ though enting 
they had as much Authoricy,and knew itas well as Churches now do) Brethren 
Did not the Apuſtles go themſelves to or44in Elders in: every Chiixch , or 
ſend ſome Elders or othc: to that purpole ? | 
Doth the Scripture require that every particular Congregation may, 
yea muſt ( though ſhe hack neighbour Congregations to afhft , which 
is Gur caſe ) alone;ordain her own : [ders ? 
 Whar one Elder in Scripture was ordained by thoſe that were onely 
of that particular Congregation where he was to officiate > © 
W hat may be the reaſon that che Apoſtle ( whict: did all things fit- 
ly) writing to ſo many Churches: ( in cach of which was a particular 
Elderſhip) did not fo largely ( it at all) ſet down Rules for Ordinati- 
on as inthe Epiſtles to Timgthy and-Tirys ? 
Did the Presbytery that ordained Timothy, confiſt onely of one par- 
cicular Congregation + and of 'What Congregation ? and how 15 it 
proved 2? | 
Was not every Apoſtle ( as alfo Timothy and Titys ) as it were ar 
Elderſhip of the Churches extraordinarily combined in one man ? 
When the Apoſtles joyned with other | Idersin Ordination', under 
What notion did they joyn ? as Elders of ſundry Churthes, or onely as 
Go-elders of. that particular Congregation e If under the later noti- 
on, what id they adde unto them; the Llders of a Church , being but 
Three or Four, having as much power as if by addition of Two or 
Three they were made Five or Six ? 
May we not grant in ſome caſes that Supreme Civil power { ſuppoſe 
in executing one that had murderer his father and atrewpred to murder 
his mother) as we Il as Ecc!eſraſticsl may be exerciſed in one Congregation, 
yeazin vie family( if it be 1na wildernefſe,when it can have ro aſſiitance 
in Government ) without veg the leaſt thought that in ordinary 
Caſes every Congregation or Family ought to be Independent is Eccle- 
flaltical or Civul matters > e791 | | 
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Ordinary Elders unpofing hands on Apoſtles or Apoſtolike men, "a9 
you ſay the Teachers ot Antioch ordained Paul an Apoſtle, AF.rg.1,2, did 
they ſet him apart to officiate onely in one, their own Congregation,and 
not in other Churches > For example ; not in Rome, to which Paut 
writing, calls himſelf, with reference to that Ordination, Amano; apue 
£10 [44v05 » tt Apoſtle ſeparated, SC, | 

Is there mot as many precepts or preſidents for admitting to the Sa- 
erament known Chriſtians of no ſet Congregation ( which you ſo 
much boggle at ) asof admitting the members of other C:urches and 
their children, which you commonly praQtice >» 

Do not Elders receive their power and commiſſion for the whole 
Church of Chriſt, and may they not ( having a Call ) preach 1n any 
Congregation, adminiſter the Sacrament to any Chriſtzan, yea, vote in 
uy Synod, as the Scotiſh Divines by conſent do yore in our Afﬀem- 
bly 2 | 

Doth not communion of Churches bring communion of Offices 
and Officers > Elſe how can a Miaiſter adminiſter the Sacrament as an 
Officer ( for asa gifted man, he cannot diſpenſe it ) to men of ano- 
cher Ehurch, by vertue of the {aid communion of Churches > And if 
ſo, why may not an Elder affift a Church wanting Elders, in Ordina- 
tion; or aſſt the Elders of other Churches in Jur:{diftion > 

If recommendation be as it were a diſmiſion ( by your own Prin- 
ciples) differing nor really , but onely in time ; may not a Miniſter re- 
commended, that is, diſmiſſed for a time , aR Minilſterially tn another 
Congregation 2 may notthe Maior of one Corporation, by conſent of 
all parties intereſted, at A— out of the ſaid Corporation ? 
( as the Maior of London is Bayliff of Southwark) And may not the 
Colonels of L axcaſhire (your own fimilicudes) by like conſent goyern 
and rule the S$ouldiery of Cheſhire ? 

Is not the whole Church of God one Corporation , one City (18 
ſupre ) ? And may not ahen the Aldermen and Officers, notwithſtan- 
ding their ſeveral Wards, Limits,Companies, joyn tugether in a Court 
of Common-counſel for the Goyernment of the City > | 
. May a Paſtor, asa Paſtor, pray for the Univerſal Church, or no ? 

Is it a divine or but an humane Inſtitution, that Miniſters ſhould be 
Maintained by Lords-day-colleftions > If humane ; can any man 
which holds all Humane Inſtitutions unlawful , with good conſcience 
offer at thoſe Colle&ions > If youſay it is divine ; where is the war- 
rant for it > Date you determine it as certain , or de you but.diſpute 
at as probable ? 

Do not theſe Independent Miniſters which enjoy Church lands, and 
geceive Tythes or compeſitions for them, or yecrly, hal yeerly, _ 
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zerly ſtipends, hold theſe ways of maintenance as lawful as Lords-day- 
colleftions ? 

By what Sc:ipture prove ye that itis the duty of any Chriſtians that 
are not of you Church (nor ever were) but are by you excluded out 
of it ( poſſibl. becauſe they will nor take your Covenant, or ſubſcribe 
your Confeſſion, or the like) to contribute to your maintenance ; ſee. 
ing you take no charge of them, nor ſo much as preach to them as 
Paſtors > Have you trom Chit any power to receive maintenance 
from ſuch 2 

May a Church, to ſaye charges, make it a rule or conſtant praQtice to 
Chuſe no Ruling-elders , thongh never fo fit and able, but ſuch as are 
able ro maintain themſelyes > Doth not that Text, 1 Tims 17, hold 
forth the maintenance ( notwithſtanding the poyerty of thoſe times) 
as well as the lawiulnefle of Ruling elders ? 

Whether Moderators and Preſidents of Synods and Church-aſ.. 
ſemblies, Aﬀcors, Sctibes, and Regions of Church-proceedings (to 
ſay nothing of ringing Bells to publike Worſhip ) be lawful and uſe- 
ful or no > Aretheſe Offices grounded on Scripture , or on Reaſon, or 
the light of Nature ? 


Hath God anywhere forbidden that he that exerciſeth thoſe Offices, 


of Preſidency or Moderatorſhip , gc. in one Synod , ſhould exerciſe 
chem in the next, and in the third fourth @'c, while he is willing able, 
as] in diſcharge of his duty , and 4s thereunto elefed and ap- 
royed ? 

: Ts not the preaching of the Word the higheſt and hardeſt part of the 
Miniſterial Fun&tion, in reſpe& of which , Paul ſaith Ho is ſufficient for 
theſe things ! Andif ſo ; by what warrant do private men unfit for the 
meanelſt Office in the Miniſtery,ſo ordinarily and preſuwptuouſly uſurp 
it, and yet are juſtified by ſome of you 2 

How dare non-Elders, which have no commiſſion from Chriſt to 
Preach and Baptize , nor youu to receiye maintenance , uſually and 
publikely preach the Word in the Congregations, and receive mainte- 
nance for the ſame 2? Do not they thewſclyes fin, and all they which 
uſually hear a»d maintain themin their way ; eſpecially ſuch as may 
hear true Miniſters as able and as faithful men asthey ? 

Hath not any in the Congregation (by their own grounds) as much 
authority to preach and receive maintenance, if the Congregation 
judge him gifted, and defi. © it ? 

Doth the abſence or difſent of ſome or of the minor part of the 
Congregation diſannul the eleCtion of an Officer, admiſſion, excom- 
munication, &c, of a member, or other Church-proceedings ? oris 
the minor part bound to reſt in the vote of the major part , though 
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contratyedtheir'own judgements > or muſt they ſeparate from the 
. Church, in caſe they conceive the major part doth fin in ſuch election, 
admiſſion, ec. leſt they be leavened ? 

Arenotail bound in conſcience ordinarily to hear their own Mini- 
ſte:s, which themtelves, or thetr hasbands, or parents, or the major 
partof the:re}igious tm their Congregation did either ele or atterward 
confentard freely fubmit'to? (which atter conſent, in the caſe of Leah, 
was cnongh to make a Marriage) Or is every Chriſtian rotw:ithiſftandin 
this, at liv-rty to hear Whomlſoeyer and wienſoever they pleaſe, even 
upon Sabbath days, when they conceive he is bound to prezch 7 
++: Were not hus bands, wives and children alway of one a+:d the ſame 
Church >. Dotiithe vote 03 the husband, or hi-joyning ro ri; or that 
true Church andude the yote ard joyning'of: his wife 2nd children un- 
der his Government ? Is 1t notthen adifoi derly urſ{criptnral practice 
that husbands ſhould be of one true Chuich, and wives {' an that 
often without their hus band« privity ) of another, ard children poflibly 
of athizd? Can anexample of the like be ſhewed >» 
 Cxn'Vaſters of, Families (#1 ſuch acaſe}) rake that care that thoſe 
that are under their Goverament do farCtifie the Sabbath, which by the 

nora! Law.of God they are obliged to take , when one go's one way, 
another a ſecond, another a third 2 

W hether there be any precept or preſident in Scriprure for ſuſpenſi. 
on of any member of a particular Church or Congregation from the 
Sacrament of the Lords Supper, who is not at the tame time caſt our 
of the Church > and where 1s it ? | 

Whether any greater degrce of knowledge and ſanity ought to be 


A Ie 


required from any before we 2dmit them to the acrament, then Chil | 
required of all thoſe whict he admirred to it ; if fo great a degrec may | 
be requi: ed, conſiieting what men they were, and what means they '4 
enjoytd.? 

- Doth the-Scripture contain 1n it any precept, prefid*nt or warrant | 
that a man ſhould refuſe to communicate where enher che Pre byrery | 


nr Cor pregntion are temifſe in Diſc:pline, and adaiit tuch to the Sacra- 
ment as in his judgement are not fit 7 

Was every paiticular Corinbii by commruricaring guilty of that 
profſe protanation'oi the Sacrament by the {cel nous perton , rhough 
1n his place he-( a+ ir 15ike forme few dit) 140d to reform it , and 
mourned fo: wher he could not menc 2 

Is rot the in{tar:ce of Ah 17: f 199 40817 90 guil; . more fable to the 
{/raclites as a Camp then as 3 en; pation, 216 a5 valid againſt Fght- 
iog in ar Army as vgalnſt eomTticaticy lf ay Aſſerib)y where wicked 
men are admitted ? | 

May a m2n under preterce rat he 2bgrrwrh 1 ls, cemmir f.ccriledee ; 
that 3s , in Scriptme plate, rob < lu, cv. v1 Iemples of that which 
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delongs to them, and convert to private uſe things he never bought or 
bargain'd tor { nor 15 the propriety of them legally in him , but in 
others ) decaule he falſly conceiterh ( or ſuppoſe truely ) that they 
were at fiilt1do!atrouſly and {uperſtitiouſly dedicated to God ? Is gain 
gollincſe ? Doth this Reformation favour of Conſcionableneſſe or Co. 
veroulnefle ? I>there now adays ary ſuch finas Sacriledge > and whas 
IS 1t ? 

Whether the praQtice of every humane Inyention (ſuppoſe thoſe 
mentioned in theſe Queres prove ſuch) or the practice of every hu- 
mane Inſtitution uſed by the Papiſts (fuppoſe celebrating and receiving 
the Lords Supper before dinner, in unleayened bread, bare headed, &c. 
b ſuch) though accompanied with ſincere hatred and folemn renunct- 
ation of rhe Papacie and Popery, be the mark of the Beaſt> 

Can they that receive the matk of the Beaſt, bo ſaved without expli- 
cite knowledge of it and panicular repentance for it ? 

15 that the mark of the Beaſt in one Ape, that is not in another > 

Was there not both Paſtors and People during ajlche rage and reign 
of Antichriſt which did zo: receive the mark off the Beaſt, but their F athers 


name, and were Virgins; and yet did live and die in the practiſe of fome- 


Traditions ufed by the Papults ? 

Can it be ſaidetther with truth or charity that the reformed Churches 
or Waldenſes, Albigenſes, 8c. which were more corrupt then they , did 
or do receive themark of the Beaſt? and who 1s he that can or will juſtifie 
this accuſation ? 

W hether , notwithſtanding the appa:zent diff-rences between the 
Apoſtol:ke © hurches ard ow's , the Jewith C-:emo.ies being then 
{carce dead, orat leatt not biel, their Civil cuſtoms aiffering from 
ours, the Church beiny then but 1n gathering from among!tt Heathens 
and Jews, under Heatheniſh and 'ewiſh perſecuting Vagittrates, and 
enducd with extraordinary gitts and offices, ( which is not our caſe) 
the Rites and” eremontes, PraCices and Nf2ges of the Apoſtolike runes 
be u14iterably binding to all aftcr-apes ? 


Jl; Cuts farrhfunefſe 2bove Mofes conſiſt in a more particular 
and pu £4 Jeterrmination of all ext-rnals of Gods Worthip in the 


New 1efa:; 2nrthen wa given by Aofes in the Old > Are the times 
' davs of Bonn and the Euchatift as plain as the days and tines 
oO; Ci ci il, n antthe Paſleover, the place of meeting, with the 
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ſo that no Chriftians (though never ſo ſyncere and holy) have Chriſt 
for their King, execpt they be Church-members , and alſo within the 
Congregational Covenant ; or at leaſt none ſo much as they ? And if 
it be not {o applied in Scripture , do not they wrong Chriſt his Ki g. 
dom and people, that preſume fo to apply it ? 

Did not New Eng/aud-men well and warrantably, when their hopes 
began to languiſh of reducing the erroneous by private means, or b 
preaching and conference, to hold an Afﬀembly of the Churches for 
diſcovery and confutation of them 2 

Had the General Court Civil in New England a lawſul power, when 
Opinions grew 01, and experience diſcovered the danger , to make a Law that 
Churches ſhould not be ſet up in N. E. without the conſent of the Ma- 
giltrates and Churches there ? And hath not the Civil power in Ol 
England, from whence theirs 1s derived, ſeeing the Word of God doth 
notalter with Climates, the ſame power, when there is the {ſame or 
greater occaſion ? And ought not obedience be yeelded here as well 
as there ? 

Would not they that now plead for Liberty of Conſcience and To- 
teration in the Kingdom, were they able to root out Piesbyterians and 
their Way, and could Civil Authority enclinable to put forth coercive 
power againſt ir,tell the Magiſtrate that he might (if not,he ought) re- 
preſſe 1t with a ſtiong hand, at leaſt under the notion of being pregudi. 
£1al to the Civil peace, if it could not otherwiſe be ſuppreſſed ? 

Did not the Magiſtrates of N.E, when they ſaw that neither preach- 
10g, conference,nor Aﬀembly of the Churches did work the cure of 
their Diſtrations , but the erroneous went on in their former courſe, 
not onely to diſturb the Churches , but miſerably alſo to interrupt the 
Civil Peaceto conyent them,and to disfranchiſe ſome, fine others, and 
baniſh others ? Is it true or no , that ſundry ſpeak , and ſome write, 
that our N.E, Brethren would not tolerate a few Presbyterians ( not- 
withſtanding the now-pretended ſmalneſſe of the difference ) which 
were perſecuted for Nonconformity, in any corner of their Countrey ; 
no not ſo much as inthat which was next to the Barbarians? 

Whether they which hold Epiſcopal Government to be Antichriſti- 
21, Babyloniſh, to be deſtroyed by fireand ſword ; and alſo Presby- 

rt erian Government to be Antichriſtian , as bad or worſe then Epiſco- 
pal, be not bound by their principles to root out Presbyterial Govern 
ment and the reſolute abbettors of it,,with fire and ſword , if they can 
get ability and opportunity for ſuch a deſigne ? 

Whether they which have ſolemnly ſworn to exdeauour the Reformati- 
n of Religion in Doftrine, Diſcipline , Worſhip and Government , according 
to the Word of God and the example of the beſt Reformed Chareaes, 
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211d to endeavourthe Uniformity of the Churches in the three Kingdoms, 
and the extirpation of Popery, Prelacy, Superftition, Herefie, Schiſm , 8c. 
as all Parliament-men,the Aſſembly, and the beſt affected in the King - 
dom haye done, can with good conſcience allow or tolerate Popery, 
Prelacy,Superſtition, Herefie Schiſm > and why may they not (for any 
obligation lying upon them by this Cevenant ; tolerate Popery, Pre- 
lacy and Superſtition as well as Hereſfie and Schiſm 2? 

Whether the Parliament can perform thoſe promiſes they haye 
ra2de in the firſt Remonſtrance, and fince ( wheretn the Kingdom hath 
much confided) If they looſe the goldeu reins of Diſcipline, and leave private 
men or particulay Congregations to take up what form of Divine Service they 


pleaſe, without requiring conformity to that Order which the Laws enjoyn ac= 


cording to Gods Word? : 

Have our Brethren expreſſed all their preſent opinions and deſires, 
or kept ſome for a reſerve ? and what may be the reaſon of ſuch a re- 
ſerve » Arethey fully perſwaded in their own mindes of the truth of 
all chat whichthey exprefle themſelves to hold , or onely take them up 
for the preſent, waiting for further light 2 May not the Presbyrerian- 
Way , for ought they certainly know ( howbeirt they at preſent think 
not ſo ) be the Way of God, and moſt agreeable to his Word > And 
have not expreſſions to this purpoſe proceeded from their Tongues or 
Pens ? 
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